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The Spiritual Paradigm 


Welcome to Issue 79 of Back To Prabhupada (BTP). 

We have been asked why- even in cases where 
the IRM and ISKCON are in agreement over the 
facts — should there still be a dispute? To understand, 
let us consider examples where there is no funda- 
mental disagreement over the underlying facts. 

1) In regard to ISKCON leader HH Hridayananda 
Dasa Goswami (“HD”), the following facts are ad- 
mitted by himself and ISKCON’s leadership: 

a) HD freely admits that Srila Prabhupada for- 
bade him to learn Sanskrit, with HD admitting that 
Srila Prabhupada told him that “Oh, don’t waste your 
time learning Sanskrit.” The full details are given in 
BTP 57, “Guru Hoaxer Confirms BTP Article”. 

b) ISKCON’s official magazine, Back To Godhead, 
admits that ISKCON was in may4, or illusion, during 
the years 1978-1986, due to its guru system: 

“by the influence of maya, illusion, a different idea 
soon evolved - that Srila Prabhupada had appointed 
eleven “pure devotees” to serve as the only gurus after 
him. [...] In 1986, ISKCON’s Governing Body Commis- 
sion formally dismantled the system." 

(‘An Apology’, Back To Godhead, #25-01, 1991) 

One of these supposedly “eleven pure devotees”, 
and thus an instrument of maya in creating this false 
guru system, was HD. 

Thus, given these accepted facts, it is clear that 
HD’s translation of the Srimad-Bhagavatam, Cantos 
10 (part), 11 and 12-completed approximately with- 
in 1980-1986 -was born out of disobedience, as he 
was only able to translate it because he disobeyed 
Srila Prabhupada and later learnt Sanskrit. And, if 
that was not enough, it was translated whilst under 
the influence of maya. Hence, this activity is not spir- 
itually blessed. Yet, his translation is promoted by 
many as being bona fide. The reasoning used is me- 
chanical, i.e. HD has learned Sanskrit to a high stand- 
ard, and thus his translation ability must be good. 
This can be deemed a mechanical paradigm. 

The IRM’s paradigm, however, is a spiritual one, 
based on realising that every activity requires Srila 
Prabhupada’s blessings and benediction. 

So, we have two widely differing worldviews. Un- 


der the mechanical paradigm, all one sees is mechan- 
ical ability— can one translate or not? And the need to 
“access” the untranslated cantos at any cost, regard- 
less of how it is done. Under the spiritual paradigm, 
one’s first and only concern will be—is Srila Prabhu- 
pada guiding and blessing the project? Which, if the 
project is based on having disobeyed him, cannot 
possibly be the case. (Some new admissions by HD 
regarding his disqualification for this translation pro- 
ject are given on the back page). 

2) Another example of the mechanical paradigm 
is the books written by ISKCON leader HH Sivarama 
Swami (“SRS”) regarding the pastimes of Lord Krsna, 
about which: 

a) SRS has freely admitted that he has fabricated 
some pastimes attributed to Lord Krsna, Radha and 
the holy dhama, by inventing characters who interact 
with Them -i.e. he has simply created a fictional ver- 
sion of Lord Krsna’s sacred pastimes. Full details are 
given in BTP 29, “Fiction Fever Grips ISKCON”. 

b) Srila Prabhupada has already given Lord 
Krsna’s real pastimes in his KRSNA book, which, iron- 
ically, was written —as Srila Prabhupada states in the 
Preface - to wean people away from fiction. He also 
stated in a letter dated 20/7/74 that attempting to 
make a movie on Krsna’s real pastimes would be con- 
sidering Krsna to be a “plaything”. 

Facts a) and b) are not disputed. If Krsna can be 
rendered into a "plaything" even when his real pas- 
times are involved, then attributing fake pastimes to 
Him is definitely turning Him into a plaything. But the 
mechanical paradigm, by definition, cannot compre- 
hend the concept of the sacred, where Lord Krsna 
cannot be considered a “plaything” to be used as a 
“literary device” to write fiction. To appreciate the sa- 
cred is only possible under a spiritual paradigm. 

Thus, even when the facts are not in dispute, due 
to completely different consciousnesses the conclu- 
sions reached can still differ. Because we approach 
matters spiritually rather than mechanically. 

Thank you and Hare Krsna. 

In Srila Prabhupada’s service, 

Krishnakant 


IRM Mission Statement 


ince the physical departure of His Divine Grace A. C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Srila Prabhupada from our 
S material vision on November 14, 1977, the International Society for Krishna Consciousness (ISKCON), the 
great movement that he single-handedly founded in 1966, and which is the only hope for humanity, has un- 
dergone a massive deterioration in its spiritual purity. This has been due to various deviations from the instruc- 
tions and standards given by Srila Prabhupada, the chief of which being his displacement as the sole diksd 
guru for ISKCON. The ISKCON Revival Movement (IRM) seeks to restore ISKCON to its former glory, purity and 
philosophical chastity through the re-institution of all the instructions and standards that Srila Prabhupada 
gave, beginning with his role as the sole authority and diksG@ guru for ISKCON. The IRM's position is set out in 


The Final Order —- see back page to order your free copy. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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Srila Prabhupada’s Infallibility 


Whether or not Srila Prabhupada’s instruc- 
tions are true is obviously crucially important. 
If only some of his instructions are true, then 
not only can we be misled, but how exactly 
one discriminates between his true and false 
instructions, and who is qualified to do so, cre- 
ates a whole new set of issues. 


The claim 


Whilst giving class, GBC guru HH Hri- 
dayananda Dasa Goswami (“HD”) claimed: 


Thus, HD is claiming that Srila Prabhupada 
has stated in “pages” of quotes that it is “ludi- 
crous” to say that his statements will always be 
true if he is not citing sdastra (scripture). 


The examination 


Upon consultation of HD's “Understanding 
Prabhupada” paper, where HD has supplied 
pages of Srila Prabhupada’s quotes, we find 
that in around half of them, Srila Prabhupada 
does not even refer to his own statements, but 
rather just speaks in general about the "guru" 
and the "acarya", and how he will always speak 
authoritatively, etc. E.g.: 

“He is guru who speaks only what Krsna 
has spoken. This is the Sastric injunction.” 
(Lecture, 13/11/74) 

In the quotes where Srila Prabhupada does 
make specific reference to his own statements, 
he simply states that he will also always speak 
authoritatively, e.g: 

"| don’t speak anything which | have not 
heard from my Guru Maharaja.” 
(Conversation, 24/1/77) 

“| have no opinion. | take Sastra as it is.” 
(Conversation, 28/11/75) 

"But, so far | am confident that | did not 
adulterate the words of Krsna. That’s all." 
(Lecture, 19/5/72) 

Thus, Srila Prabhupada does not state even 
once, never mind in "pages" of quotes, that "If 
I'm not citing sdastra" it is "ludicrous to say I'm 
infallible". Rather, Srila Prabhupada does not 
even refer to the idea that he will make state- 
ments that may not be true, or that his state- 
ments will deviate from sastra. 


The “ludicrous” quote 


Srila Prabhupada does mention something 
being “ludicrous” in one quote supplied by HD. 
But it does not state what HD claims. As HD’s 
whole "ludicrous" claim about Srila Prabhu- 
pada's "pages" of quotes rests only on this one 
quote, we analyse it below in detail. This quote 
is from a lecture given on 16™ May, 1970 and 
is shown in the bolded sections below, in full 
context, split into parts. The underlined sec- 
tion refers to the only part of this quote that 
was provided by HD in his paper: 

1) "Somebody has got some name, a 
scholar, and he takes advantage of the 
popularity of Bhagavad-gita, and he writes 
some comment. And they claim that anyone 
can give his own opinion. But that is not the 
process. You cannot give any opinion.” 

Srila Prabhupada states that not just any- 
one can give an opinion on the Bhagavaa-gita. 

2) “Suppose I am a preacher of Krsna 
consciousness. How I can give opinion on 
medical science? That is ludicrous. | can 
give opinion in my jurisdiction - that’s all 
right- but if somebody asks me opinion 
about some medical treatment or some le- 
gal implication, so what can | do?” 
(Emphases throughout issue added) 

To illustrate the point that not just anyone 
can give an opinion on Bhagavad-gita, Srila 
Prabhupada then gives an example: that, simi- 
larly, one who is a preacher should not give an 
opinion on medical matters, as that is not with- 
in his jurisdiction, and to do that would be “lu- 
dicrous”. And thus, he would not give such 
an opinion —"so what can | do”. 

3) “Similarly, tad-vijhanartham sa gu- 
rum evabhigacchet (MU 1.2.12) [Full trans- 
literation of Bg. 4.34 verse given] Tattva- 
darsinah means one who has seen, one 
who has realized the Absolute Truth. So you 
have to go there.” 

Srila Prabhupada therefore concludes that 
one should actually understand Bhagavad-gi- 
ta from one who has seen the truth. 


The truth 


In the “Understanding Prabhupada” paper, 
HD claims about this one “ludicrous” quote 


given above, that Srila Prabhupada considers: 


As noted above, HD extracted only the part 
of the quote where "ludicrous" is mentioned, 
but when the full quote is given, we see: 


Hridayananda (L): Ludicrous 
Srila Prabhupada: Sastric 


1) That the “ludicrous” section simply gives 
the example of a hypothetical preacher who 
should only give his opinion on matters that 
are within his jurisdiction. 

2) And, thus, he will not give an opinion 
outside his jurisdiction. 

3) This example is given merely to establish 
the conclusion that one should learn Bhaga- 
vad-gita from the self-realised guru. 

Hence: 

a) Srila Prabhupada makes no reference to 
anything being "ludicrous" regarding any actu- 
al statements he has made, or will make. 

b) Thus, Srila Prabhupada makes no refer- 
ence to statements that he has made on sup- 
posedly “worldly matters”. 

c) Points 1) and 2) would indicate that 
Srila Prabhupada will only make statements 
on matters that are within his jurisdiction, and 
not speak outside his jurisdiction. 

d) Thus, this quote, if anything, simply re- 
inforces the notion that, in general, if Srila 
Prabhupada does make a statement, he con- 
siders it to be within his jurisdiction (unless he 
has specifically stated otherwise). 


Conclusion 


1) There is not a single quote, never mind 
"pages" of quotes, where Srila Prabhupada 
states: 

a) That there is anything "ludicrous" about 
the actual statements he makes; 

b) Or that he actually makes two types of 
statements: the fallible ones on "worldly" mat- 
ters, and the Sastric infallible ones. 

2) Thus, the claims that HD made in his 
class, and in his “Understanding Prabhupada” 
paper, regarding the supposed “ludicrous” na- 
ture of some of Srila Prabhupada's statements, 
are themselves shown to be ludicrous. 

3) Whenever an ISKCON leader makes a 
claim, always double check and verify it. 

4) Whenever an ISKCON leader provides a 
quote, always check the full quote for context! 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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. Relying Only on Srila Prabhupada’s Statements 


We have previously mentioned that ISKCON 
India has set up a “Scholars Board” to be its 
“brain” by providing “brahminical” guid- 
ance to it. A member of this Board and also 
its convenor-and thus the “brain behind the 
brain”, if you will-is HG Krsna Kirti Dasa 
(“KKD”). However, rather than providing an- 
ything “scholarly”, he has merely embarrassed 
ISKCON India by speaking contradictory gib- 
berish whilst undermining Srila Prabhupada’s 
teachings. The quotes in the shaded boxes are 
from an interview given by KKD on 18/8/23. 


Srila Prabhupada 'not reliable’ 


KKD claims that Srila Prabhupada’s state- 


ments can be used to support almost any- 
thing, and therefore one needs a “better” way 
to understand, rather than relying on Srila 
Prabhupada’s statements. KKD claims that this 


UE te 


“better” way involves consulting “sastra”, as 
there is a “hierarchy” of evidence (“pramanas”), 
with sdastra being the most superior, as it is the 
“center of all”. He references the purport to Sri 
Caitanya-caritamrta, Madhya-lild, 20.352 as 


providing the proof for his claim. 


Bona fide guru same as Sastra 


However, the purport mentioned above 
simply states that: 

“One should accept a thing as genuine 
by studying the words of saintly people, the 
spiritual master and Sastra. The actual cent- 
er is Sastra, the revealed scripture. If a spir- 
itual master does not speak according to re- 
vealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. 
Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak 
according to the sastra, he is not a saintly 
person. S4stra is the center for all.” 

(Cc., Madhya-lila, 20.352, purport) 

Thus, the statement that “Sastra is the cent- 
er for all” means: 

1) That sastra is the reference material 
used to test that one who claims to be a guru 
or sadhu is genuine. 

2) If the claimant fails this test, then he is 
to be rejected. 

Thus, this quote has absolutely nothing 


to do with evaluating Srila Prabhupada or his 
statements, since it is already established that 
he is the Acarya, and thus there is no question 
of using sastra to ‘test’ him to see if he is “gen- 
uine” or should not be accepted. Hence, this 
quote does not at all support KKD’s claims that: 

a) Since Srila Prabhupada’s statements can 
support “almost any idea”; 

b) Therefore, we need a “better” way, in- 
volving using sastra. 

On the contrary, Srila Prabhupada teaches 
that, as he is a bona fide guru, his statements 
will be “identical” to what sastra states: 

“Therefore sadhu and guru and Sastra, 
they are identical.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 13/11/72) 

“Guru means who follows the sastra and 
sadhu. So there are three, the same.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 30/11/76) 

Thus, the fact that “sastra is the center for 
all”, does not mean that sastra must be con- 
sulted as being superior to Srila Prabhupada’s 
statements. 


Srila Prabhupada is the centre 


Indeed, later on in the same interview, KKD 


reverses himself, and agrees with our points. 

1) Firstly, he accepts that Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s words are always true and therefore as 
good as sastra: 


KKD uses the word “dharmajha’ to refer to 
Srila Prabhupada, and this word is translated 
by Srila Prabhupada to mean “one who knows 
the principles of religion” in SB, 1.7.46. 

2) KKD also states that not only is Srila 
Prabhupada “as good as sdstra”, but he can ac- 
tually be better than sastra: 


“Srutis” and “smrtis” between them mean 
sastra, and, as we just noted, KKD accepts that 
Srila Prabhupada is a “dharmajna”. Thus, KKD 
states that Srila Prabhupada is “competent” 
to go beyond the sastra and give us authori- 
tative teachings for anything that is not men- 
tioned in the sdastra. Thus, by accepting that 


Srila Prabhupada: As good as sastra 


Srila Prabhupada is as good as, and can go be- 
yond, the sastra, KKD is accepting that actually, 
for us in ISKCON, it is Srila Prabhupada who is 
effectively and practically at the centre! 


Self-defeat in trying to defeat IRM 


KKD has been peddling this idea of need- 
ing a Sastric-based “better” way than only re- 
lying on Srila Prabhupada, as part of his at- 
tempts to defeat the IRM. KKD wrote a pa- 
per wherein he specifically attacked the idea 
of making Srila Prabhupada the only author- 
ised source of knowledge. As an example of 
this supposedly errant approach of receiving 
knowledge only through Srila Prabhupada, he 
referenced the IRM’s foundational paper, The 
Final Order: 

“Another important example of ISKCON’s 
members accepting Srila Prabhupada as the 
only source of legitimate knowledge is the pa- 
per titled “The Final Order’, by Krishnakant Desai. 
This paper continues to be the intellectual basis 
of “ritvikism”— the idea that Srila Prabhupdda 
only wanted representative acaryas called 
“ritviks” to initiate on his behalf after his passing, 
not full-fledged diksa-gurus in his absence.” 
(KKD, “The “Buddhification” of Srila Prabhupada”) 

However, since KKD has now finally 
agreed with us regarding the sufficiency of 
Srila Prabhupada's teachings — by stating that 
Srila Prabhupada’s words are not only as good 
as Sastra, but can even be a fuller source of 
knowledge than sdastra-KKD’s previous objec- 
tions can easily be defeated by simply quoting 
these admissions here back at him! 


Conclusion 


Thus, relying just on Srila Prabhupada 


is bona fide, as anything he says is as good as 
sastra. Hence, the claim that we need to go 
outside Srila Prabhupada’s recorded teach- 
ings—i.e. outside the "Prabhupada Only Par- 
adigm" or POP—has again been shown to be 
false. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare -— and be happy! 
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In the last issue, we showed that the claim 
that diks@ guru successors were appointed by 
Srila Prabhupada depended entirely on mind- 
reading (please see BTP 78, “A Guru System 
Dependent Entirely on Mind-Reading”). We 
will see that the corresponding denial of Srila 
Prabhupada continuing as ISKCON’s diksa guru 
is dependent on similar trickery. 


Two step process 


“ISKCON News’ is the official, authorised 
mouthpiece for today’s ISKCON. It claimed in 
regard to those who accept the IRM’s position 
that Srila Prabhupada should remain ISKCON’s 
diksa guru-whom they label “rtviks” — that: 

‘Ritviks are persons who oppose the contin- 
uation of the ISKCON Gaudiya Vaishnava par- 
ampara as desired by ISKCON’s Founder-Acarya, 
Srila Prabhupada; and instead, believe that 
Prabhupdada wanted to directly initiate disciples 
even after his passing from this world in 1977.” 
(ISKCON News article, 28/10/23) 

1) The use of the phrase “even after his 
passing” implies that it has already been es- 
tablished as a fact that Srila Prabhupada must 
stop initiating before “his passing”. 

2) This assertion then allows one to de- 
mand that evidence be produced in which 
Srila Prabhupada states specifically that he 
“will continue to accept disciples after his 
physical departure”, as illustrated here by 
ISKCON GBC guru and GBC member, HH Bad- 
rinarayana Swami (“BAD”): 

“But they cannot provide one single piece 
[sic] evidence to answer the key question [...] 
“Where did Srila Prabhupdada say that he will 
continue to accept disciples after his physical de- 
parture?” Seems like a reasonable question, isn’t 
it? It’s the cornerstone question. They have no 
proof; they have no evidence.” 

(BAD Lecture, 5/12/21) 


Assumption, not evidence 


Thus, through this two step process, 
ISKCON leaders ask a question which they 
claim means that they have “won” the debate. 
However, since this question depends entire- 
ly on the assertion that Srila Prabhupada must 
stop initiating on his physical departure, we 
need to see if this assertion is actually true. 
Otherwise, Srila Prabhupada would automat- 
ically continue initiating because he has not 
stopped to begin with! But, Srila Prabhupada 
has never stated that: 

i) He must stop initiating on or before his 


Issue 79 « 2024 « Back To Prabhupada + Page RM. 
IY 


Srila Prabhupada Denied by Assumption Fallacy 


physical departure. 

ii) He must be physically present to initiate. 

iii) He is limited in how long he can remain 
the diksa guru for the Society of which he is 
the Acarya. 

iv) He needs to stop initiating on his phys- 
ical departure in order to allow the parampara 
to continue. 

Since Srila Prabhupada has not taught any 
of the above, the assertion that Srila Prabhu- 
pada must stop initiating after his physical 
departure then simply becomes an assertion 
without evidence. And: 

Assertion minus Evidence = Assumption. 


Srila Prabhupada's order 


It is not disputed that, after founding 
ISKCON in 1966, Srila Prabhupada established 
himself as the diks@ guru of ISKCON. Thus, Srila 
Prabhupada had already given the order that 
he is the diksa@ guru for ISKCON: 

“| am the spiritual master of this insti- 
tution, and all the members of the Society, 
they’re supposed to be my disciples. They 
follow the rules and regulation which | ask 
them to follow, and they are initiated by me 
spiritually.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Radio Interview, 12/3/68) 

“Lam in [sic] the initiator guru, and you 
should be the instructor guru” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 4/8/75) 

Further, it is the order of the guru that is 
the “active” principle of spiritual life: 

“The order of the spiritual master is the 
active principle in spiritual life.” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 12.10) 

This means one can only act based on Srila 
Prabhupada’s order. Therefore: 

1) Srila Prabhupada established himself as 
the diksd guru for ISKCON by his order. 

2) Thus, to change this state of affairs re- 
quires that one take an action, which in turn 
requires an order from Srila Prabhupada to 
that effect, since that order would be the ac- 
tive principle which allows actions to be taken. 

Hence, there is no question of asking if 
“Srila Prabhupada will continue” to do what 
he is already continuing to do. If Srila Prabhu- 
pada- 

a) Is acting continuously; 

b) Has not stopped acting; 

-then asking if Srila Prabhupada, who is 
already continuing to act as ISKCON’s diksa 
guru, “will continue to act” as ISKCON’s diksa 
guru is a meaningless, irrelevant and frankly 


>. \\ Se 
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Srila Prabhupada: 
Never stopped acting as diksa guru 


insane question, rather than a “reasonable” or 
“cornerstone” question as BAD claims. Rather, 
the question has to be reversed, since to re- 
verse Srila Prabhupada continuing to act as 
ISKCON’s diksd guru requires an order to that 
effect, and thus one must ask: 

“Where did Srila Prabhupdda say that he will 
stop initiating after his physical departure?” 

And, we have already established in the 
previous section that, to quote BAD: 

“They have no proof; they have no evidence.” 

—in response to this correct question. The 
whole debate rests on asking this correct 
question, because as soon as one does just 


this, the entire debate is over. 


Logical fallacy 


Thus, BAD’s “reasonable question” is actu- 
ally based on an assumption that Srila Prabhu- 
pada must stop initiating after his physical de- 
parture. But that very assumption is the very 
assertion that first needs to be proven (also 
known as “begging the question”). Hence, the 
argument for denying that Srila Prabhupada 
can remain ISKCON’s diksd guru is based en- 
tirely on an unproven assumption, or the log- 
ical fallacy of “assuming that which needs to 
be proven”. Because if you just already assume 
that which needs to be proven, then you can 
actually “prove” absolutely anything at all! 


Conclusion 


If we combine the conclusion of this article 
with the conclusion of the article from the last 
issue mentioned at the outset, it means that, if 
we remove assumption and mind-reading, 
then we are left with the fact that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada does not stop initiat- 
ing after he physically departs; 

2) No successor diksd gurus were ordered; 

3) Therefore, Srila Prabhupada remains 
ISKCON’s diks@ guru, as there is no order 
which countermands his original order that he 
is ISKCON's diksa@ guru. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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The “Rivik” Evolution of a GBC Guru 


We have previously reported the shift of GBC 
voted-in guru HG Mahatma Dasa (“MAD”) 
towards the position of the IRM (e.g. see BTP 
75 "GBC Guru Admits They Are Not Real Gu- 
rus" and BTP 76 “GBC Guru: We Can Allow the 
Rtvik System”). These IRM shifts by MAD have 
continued even further, and thus we can now 
comprehensively compare his current position 
with his preaching from just a few years ago. 


Prabhupada’s role must remain 


In BTP. 55, “ISKCON ‘Sex Guru’ Attacks BTP”, 
we reported MAD criticising BTP because we 
supposedly: 

“break faith in Prabhupdda’‘s instruction that 
he wanted his disciples to be diksa gurus.” 
(MAD article, “Rtvikism Hardens the Heart”) 

However, while referring to the original 11 
devotees chosen by Srila Prabhupada on July 
9th, 1977, to continue giving initiations on 
Srila Prabhupada’s behalf as rtviks, MAD now 
accepts that: 


Srila Prabhupada’s main role was that he 
was the diksa guru for ISKCON, because, with- 
out this role, there would not have been any 
ISKCON as there would have been zero dis- 
ciples! MAD accepts that just because Srila 


Prabhupada physically disappeared, it did not 
mean that Srila Prabhupada’s role needed to 
be replaced. Which would mean there is no 
need for successor GBC diksd gurus. MAD had 
also stated in regard to the GBC gurus that 
they were, in any case, only fake gurus: 

“but we never proposed to be the real thing.” 
(MAD, Initiation Lecture, 8/9/22) 

One might thus argue that MAD himself 
has done almost as good a job of “breaking 
faith” in the claim of a successor diksd guru "or- 
der" from Srila Prabhupada, as us! 


Only Prabhupada saves 


Similarly, in that same B7P 55 article, we 
quoted MAD criticising “rtviks” (ISKCON lead- 
ers’ name for IRM followers) for allegedly 


teaching that: 

“no devotee in Iskcon has the qualifications 
and abilities to be diksa guru.” 

(MAD article, “Rtvikism Hardens the Heart”) 

And MAD has stated that these qualifica- 
tions for a diks@ guru are that he: 

“directs you back to Godhead, who takes re- 
sponsibility for your spiritual life.” 

(MAD article, 3/5/19) 

MAD is correct that it is the diksa guru who 
takes the disciple back to Godhead: 

“The spiritual master initiates the disci- 
ple to deliver him” 

(Cc., Madhya-lila, 1.218, purport) 

And, even though there are many ISKCON 
"devotees" present, MAD now insists that Srila 
Prabhupada is the only one we must let “do his 
job” of delivering us: 

“Let Prabhupada do his job. Let him save you. 
Don’t resist, just follow him sincerely.” 

(MAD, social media quote, 17/11/23) 

MAD further states that we have exact- 
ly the same possibility of being saved by Srila 
Prabhupada today as when he was physically 
present, because Srila Prabhupada acts in ex- 


actly the same way now: 


Thus, by insisting that it is Srila Prabhu- 
pada who must function as everyone's diksa 
guru by delivering them back to Godhead, 
MAD has contradicted his previous criticism of 
us and himself implied that: 

“no devotee in Iskcon has the qualifications 
and abilities to be diksa guru”. 


Best is to pursue non-physical guru 


In BTP 44 article “Guru-Tattva Basics - 2”, as 
well as in the above-mentioned B7P 55 article, 
we reported MAD emphasising the “vital” im- 
portance of a “physically present” guru: 

“contact with a guru who is physically pre- 
sent is vital to a devotee’s spiritual growth” 
(MAD website) 

“To preach in a way that does not allow love 
to develop for a potential living diksa guru is a 
criminal act.” 

(MAD article, “Rtvikism Hardens the Heart”) 

Thus, MAD emphasised the importance 
of developing a relationship with a physical- 
ly present GBC guru. However, now MAD says 
that his advice is that the “best” thing one can 
do is develop a relationship with the non- 
physically present guru Srila Prabhupada: 


Mahatma Dasa: 
Srila Prabhupada will deliver you 


Faith only in Prabhupada 


In BTP 55, we quoted MAD claiming that 
the proof of a bona fide guru is the amount of 
faith a prospective disciple has in him: 

“A devotee’s faith in an advanced devotee is 
the most important proof of the qualification of 
his prospective guru.” 

(MAD article, “Rtvikism Hardens the Heart”) 

However, MAD has now admitted that 
too much faith in GBC gurus is the very thing 
that has caused disaster for their disciples, and 
therefore the key is to have firm faith in and 
connection to Srila Prabhupada instead: 

“the problem here, that we saw, with some 
gurus, was they didn’t help their disciples con- 
nect with Prabhupdada [...] when their guru fell 
there was no Prabhupdda to fall onto [...] devo- 
tees that didn’t have as difficult a time, because 
all their faith wasn’t reposed just in their guru, 
‘my gutu is everything, if he goes, |am finished’.” 
(MAD, Discussion, 30/11/22) 


Conclusion 


MAD has radically shifted from making ve- 
hement anti-B7P statements to instead now 
basically repeating what is stated in BTP! Thus, 
it can be seen-as with the case of MAD's pre- 
vious incorrect preaching regarding illicit sex 
which he subsequently reversed after we ex- 
posed it (see BTP 59 “Sex Guru’s 180° Flip Fol- 
lowing BTP Exposé”) - that GBC gurus are fol- 
lowing the IRM's lead! 

However, MAD needs to stop being a hyp- 
ocrite, and take the main step of aligning his 
actions with his preaching: officially return his 
disciples to Srila Prabhupada and renounce his 
position as a GBC diksa guru. 
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If one wishes for one’s arguments to be tak- 
en seriously, one should at least take them se- 
riously oneself rather than defeat them. Other- 
wise, one will simply expose oneself as having 
no integrity, principles or philosophy. Which is 
the case with ISKCON's leadership. 


Don’t jump over 


To oppose the IRM’s position, ISKCON had 
issued a book called 100 Deviations of Rtvi- 
kism. This book is supposed to give arguments 
against what ISKCON calls “rtvikism” or ac- 
cepting Srila Prabhupada as one’s diksd guru. 
One argument given is that if one accepts 
Srila Prabhupada as one’s diksa@ guru, then 
one would be accepting diksd from a “previ- 
ous” dcarya. This is because ISKCON’s leaders 
believe that their GBC gurus are the “current” 
diksG gurus one must accept, thereby making 
Srila Prabhupada a “previous” Gcarya. This re- 
sults, it is claimed, in making the offence of 
“jumping over” the current generation of pre- 
sent "ISKCON acaryas": 
lf you can jump over one generation of the 
disciplic succession you can jump over so 
many.” 

(100 Deviations of Rtvikism, point 27) 

“It fosters the idea that one can take diksa from 
any previous acarya. This thought itself is an of- 
fense. Srila Prabhupada has repeatedly warned 
us against jumping over present acaryas.” 
(100 Deviations of Rtvikism, point 107) 

We had refuted all the points made in the 
above-mentioned book here - 

iskconirm.com/100dr 

—and showed that “jumping over” does 
not apply to Srila Prabhupada, as he did not 
authorise the GBC gurus to succeed him. But, 
the GBC gurus do say that they are the next 
generation of the disciplic succession, and thus 
claim that one must not “jump over” them. 


| want you to jump over to me! 


However, a number of these supposed 
GBC guru successors to Srila Prabhupada have 
subsequently been “succeeded” by their own 
disciples who have become diksd gurus. 

One example is GBC guru HH Jayapataka 
Swami (“JPS”), whose disciple HH Gauran- 
ga Prema Swami also became a GBC voted-in 
diksa@ guru approximately 1 year ago. However, 
JPS has also been continuing to initiate at the 
same time, a state of affairs which JPS recently 
informed us will still continue, in a statement 
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made by JPS’s Office on 18/12/23: 

“new comers (new akankshi) from Namahatta 
are advised to approach HH Gauranga Prema 
Swami for aspiring, shelter and initiation. [...] 
Namahatta devotees who are already aspiring 
to take shelter from Guru Maharaj UPS] can 
take shelter and initiation from Guru Maharaj.” 

In the same statement, it is said that JPS 

may never stop initiating: 
“he [JPS] wants to gradually and systematical- 
ly pass on that responsibility to his disciples 
and eventually stop initiating, or significant- 
ly reduce it. Once that happens, if someone 
strongly wants initiation from Guru maharaj, 
he may make an exception” 

Thus, JPS’s disciple, who is now initiating 
his own disciples, is, according to ISKCON’s 
leaders, the new current generation of the 
disciplic succession, with JPS being therefore 
a “previous Gcarya”. Yet, JPS is still advocat- 
ing here that persons can “jump over” his dis- 
ciple and instead take initiation from JPS di- 
rectly, thereby completely contradicting the 
argument made in the aforementioned book 
against “jumping over” the most current gen- 
eration of GBC gurus who are initiating. In- 
deed, since another one of JPS's disciples has 
been an initiating guru for 17 years, JPS has 
been advocating "jumping over" to him for a 
long time! And yet, guess who was behind this 
very same book? The book states that it was: “a 
project inspired by H.H. Jayapataka Maharaja”. 

A number of other GBC gurus and their dis- 
ciples have also been initiating together, and 
thus "jumping over" has been taking place, 
for many years. Hence, to argue that “jumping 
over” is wrong only if it involves accepting Srila 
Prabhupada, but not when it involves accept- 
ing a GBC guru, simply highlights how the GBC 
has absolutely no philosophical principles. 


Accepting Prabhupada "absurd" 


A consequence of the idea that Srila 
Prabhupada is the diksda guru of ISKCON, which 
ISKCON leaders call “rtvik”, is that Srila Prabhu- 
pada would take everyone back to Godhead. 
GBC voted-in guru HH Sivarama Swami 
("SRS") condemns this idea as being “absurd”: 

“this idea comes up that Srila Prabhupdada is 
the one who takes everybody back to Godhead 
and that ultimately every devotee in ISKCON, 
their main connection is with Srila Prabhu- 
pada. This is not anywhere in Sastra [...] This rt- 
vik concept of accepting somebody who’s al- 
ready passed away is, it’s more than absurd and 


-% 


JPS and SRS: Don't believe a word 


of course you don’t find any reference to it any- 
where in Sastra” 
(SRS, “Guru-tattva” Disciple Meeting, 1/9/23) 


lam absurd 


In SRS's Vyasa-pija offering to Srila Prabhu- 
pada last year, he also stated the following: 

“| have seen your movement continue to 
transform the young and the old. And while every 
person’s story is unique, they all have one thing 
in common: you are their savior. [...] every story 
of salvation increases your already endless glo- 


ries. [...] you continue to live and guide sincere 
souls [...] Srila Prabhupada, | didn’t do anything. 


We just distributed your books.” 

Thus, SRS accepts that: 

a) Srila Prabhupada is taking many persons 
back to Godhead today. 

b) Srila Prabhupada does this by acting as 
a living guru who guides sincere souls. 

c) He, SRS, does not deliver anyone. 

SRS is thus promoting what he has also 
called the “absurd” concept whereby one prac- 
tically accepts Srila Prabhupada as the guru 
who takes one back to Godhead. Which means 
it is SRS who is the one who is “absurd”: 

a) For promoting the same idea which he 
has called “absurd”. 

b) By behaving in an absurd manner when 
he insults Srila Prabhupada by dismissing that 
which he admits is true: that Srila Prabhupada 
is taking everyone back to Godhead by acting 
as their living guru. 


Conclusion 


We see how ISKCON leaders promote ar- 
guments only as an excuse to try to stop Srila 
Prabhupada being the guru, but they do not 
themselves believe in these same arguments. 
Thus, one cannot take anything an ISKCON 
leader says seriously in regard to Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s position in ISKCON. After all, when they 
do not believe in what they are saying, why 
should anyone else believe them? 
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1) Guruless Parampara 


Krsna 


Chain of 
disciplic 
succession 


Srila Prabhupada 


Connected to 
parampara 
without a 
diksa guru 


Not allowed to be 
diksa guru for his 
disciples 


| 


| Ex-Disciple 


E.g. Anirdesya Vapu (Bhakti Vidya Purna) 


Over the years, the GBC has had to devise 
many different versions of the holy parampara 
or disciplic succession, for those who have tak- 
en part in the GBC's guru system. We review 
these different GBC-created "paramparas", and 
evaluate them against the characteristics of a 
bona fide disciplic succession. 


Guru not required 


The GBC has decreed that it is possible to 
be connected to the disciplic succession even 
if you do not have a diksa@ guru! There are a 
number of cases where ISKCON gurus have 
“fallen down” and thus are no longer acting as 
gurus for their disciples. However, those who 
used to be their disciples have been told that 
they are still connected to the parampara, as 
if nothing has happened, even though they 
no longer even have a diksd@ guru. An exam- 
ple of this would be the disciples of Bhakti Vid- 
ya Purna/Anirdesya Vapu Dasa. The latter has 
been removed as a GBC diksa@ guru, and also 
has been forbidden to continue to act as a 
diksa guru for his disciples, or indeed give any 
instruction to anyone in ISKCON! But his dis- 
ciples are told by the GBC that they “continue 
to be initiated devotees in ISKCON, in the line of 
Srila Prabhupada, with the full privileges and re- 
sponsibilities thereof.” Which means no guru is 
required to be connected to the parampara. 
These points above are all documented in GBC 
Resolution 301:55, 2022. This "parampara’ is il- 
lustrated above in diagram 1). 


Deviant Disciplic Successions 


2) Fallen Guru Parampara 


Krsna 
Chain of 
disciplic 
succession 


Srila Prabhupada 


, ~Fallen GBC Guru i 


Not Allowed totnitiate 


- 


But still allowed to remain 


diksa guru for his disciples 


Connected to 
parampara through 
fallen guru 


Disciple 


E.g. Satsvarupa 


Fallen guru will also do 


Another variety of GBC paramparda connec- 
tion is where a guru is also fallen and thus pro- 
hibited from continuing to act as a diksa guru 
and initiate disciples. But, this fallen guru is still 
allowed to function as a diksd guru for his exist- 
ing disciples, even though it is accepted by the 
GBC that he is not qualified to be a diksd guru 
and take disciples. An example of this would 
be SatsvarUpa. Satsvarupa was removed from 
being able to give initiation or present him- 
self as an initiating guru due to an “illicit” rela- 
tionship with a female. He was also sanctioned 
for writing a pornographic book, and all of 
his future publications were subject to being 
checked. Which meant even his writing could 
not be trusted. Despite this accepted lack of 
qualification to continue as a diksd guru, Sats- 
varupa is still allowed to continue acting as a 
diksa guru for his existing disciples. And, thus, 
these disciples are considered to still be con- 
nected to the parampara through their fall- 
en guru. These points are all documented in: 
Statement by GBC Executive Committee dated 
7/7/07, Letter sent out by Satsvarupa in Decem- 
ber 2007, and the Preamble by the GBC Executive 
Committee to this letter. This "parampara’ is il- 
lustrated above in diagram 2). 


Always fallen guru 


In the previous version of the “parampara”, 
the fallen guru in question was supposedly at 
least not fallen at the time he initiated his dis- 


3) Always Fallen Guru Parampara 


Krsna 


Chain of 
disciplic 
succession 


Srila Prabhupada 


~~ Fallen GBC Guru~ 
Not Allowed to Initiate 
or remain diksa@-guru for tsnneeeatc 


~~ his disciples ~~ _ parampara 
y with no diksa 


guru anda 
deviant 
initiation 


Even initiation 
conducted whilst diksa 
guru was deviating 


y 


| Ex-Disciple 


E.g. Umapati 


ciples. However, the GBC also offers a “param- 


para 
fallen from the very start, including when initi- 


in which the GBC diks@ guru was always 


ating his disciples. An example of this is Uma- 
pati. He was removed from being able to act as 
a diksa guru for anyone, including his disciples, 
due to having engaged in illicit sexual relations 
with his disciples. It is stated that these devia- 
tions occurred for a “number of years” prior to 
2010. However, it is also stated that those who 
were initiated by Umapati during this time pri- 
or to 2010, whilst Umapati was deviating, are 
still to be considered “duly initiated members of 
ISKCON”. Thus, they are considered by the GBC 
to still be connected to the paramparda, despite 
having no diksa guru and also having a devi- 
ant initiation. These points are all document- 
ed in GBC Statement, GBC meetings, 2010 and 
GBC Statement 28/2/11. This "parampara’ is il- 
lustrated above in diagram 3). 


Jumped over guru 


In the previous article, we noted that 
ISKCON had strongly preached against the 
concept of “jumping over” the current link in 
the parampara, as an argument to stop one 
from accepting Srila Prabhupada as one’s diksa 
guru. However, in the same article, we also 
documented that ISKCON gurus do not them- 
selves actually believe in or follow this princi- 
ple of not jumping over. Hence, there are ac- 
tually various GBC diksa@ gurus and their disci- 
ples today who are both initiating at the same 
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Dreamt up to Prop up the Guru Hoax 


4) Jumping Over Parampara 


Krsna 


Chain of 
disciplic 
succession 


| Srila Prabhupada | 
\ 


GBC Guru 


Disciple “jumps 
over” current 
GBC guru link to 
take initiation 
from previous 
GBC guru 


Disciple 


"Succeeded" by 
his disciple who 
becomes 

a GBC diksa 
guru 


Current GBC 
diksa guru 


E.g. Hridayananda Dasa Goswami 
& Chandramukha Swami 


time. This means that one would be “jumping 
over” a current GBC diksd@ guru to take initia- 
tion instead from his diks@ guru, and thus be 
connected to the parampara via what the GBC 
would consider to be "jumping over" to a “pre- 
vious Gcarya”. Therefore, this “jumping over 


i 


parampara” would constitute yet another type 
of "parampara" that the GBC has created, and is 


illustrated above in diagram 4). 


Anything better than Prabhupada 


Having reviewed these different "param- 
para" systems created by the GBC, certain con- 
clusions become very apparent: 

1) 3 of the 4 paramparas had to be created 
solely due to the need to prop up a GBC guru 
system in which their gurus continually "fall 
down". 

2) The GBC is thus saying to ISKCON mem- 
bers: don’t worry about how bogus our GBC 
gurus may turn out to be-you can still always 
be connected to the parampara, no matter 
what happens! 

3) At the same time, the GBC insists that the 
one way you can definitely never connect to 
the parampard is directly via Srila Prabhupada. 
Rather, they state that accepting Srila Prabhu- 
pada as one’s diksd guru is a “dangerous phil- 
osophical deviation” (GBC Resolution 73, 1990). 
Hence, the GBC is basically saying that literally 
anything - whether the guru is completely fall- 
en, or there is no guru at all—is better than Srila 
Prabhupada for connecting to the parampara, 


5) Bona Fide Parampara 


Krsna 


Unsucceeded 
current link, who is 
permanent, 
undeviated, perfect 
acarya member of 
disciplic succession 
of Gcaryas 


Srila Prabhupada 


Must connect 
to parampara 
via perfect, 
current link 
acarya 


Disciple 


such is their disdain for Srila Prabhupada. 


All GBC gurus unauthorised 


Even ISKCON members whose gurus are 
not yet visibly “fallen”, or who did not accept 
their gurus via “jumping over”, are still con- 
nected to these different parampara systems 
in the following ways: 

1) If in the future their gurus are revealed 
to have fallen, then they will also end up be- 
longing to one of these (or other newly creat- 
ed) "paramparas"! 


2) The "paramparas" which were created 
to rationalise and accommodate fallen gurus 
highlight something that is very significant: 

“The spiritual master must never be car- 
ried away by an accumulation of wealth or a 
large number of followers. A bona fide spir- 
itual master will never become like that. But 
sometimes, if a spiritual master is not prop- 
erly authorized, and only on his own initia- 
tive becomes a spiritual master, he may be 
carried away by an accumulation of wealth 
and large numbers of disciples. [...] One 
should, therefore, strictly adhere to the 
principles of disciplic succession.” 

(The Nectar of Devotion, Chapter 14) 

This means that if a guru falls, then it 
proves that he could not have been authorised 
to begin with. Yet, all current ISKCON gurus are 
born from the same process of authorisation as 
these fallen gurus- which is via the GBC guru 
system. Which means that even if some gurus 


are never shown to have “fallen”, these gurus 
are still not authorised, having been author- 
ised via the same unauthorised system. 


The real parampara 


The characteristics of the bona fide param- 
para are completely different to these GBC-cre- 


ated "paramparas 
requires that one must be connected to it via 


. The bona fide parampara 


someone who- 

a) Is an Gcarya, pure and perfect; 

b) Is always in the parampara; 

c) Is the current link 

—as proven by the quotes below: 

“the disciplic succession of acaryas.” 

(SB, 3.29.17, purport) 

“the paramparda system of pure devotees” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 23/4/72) 

“the perfect, disciplic succession of spiritual 
masters beginning with the Lord Himself.” 
(Sri ISopanisad, 1, purport) 

“A bona fide spiritual master is in the 
disciplic succession from time eternal, and 
he does not deviate at all” 

(Bg., 4.42, purport) 

“one should approach the current link, or 
spiritual master in the chain of disciplic suc- 
cession.” 

(SB, 2.9.7, purport) 

“This is called parampara system. You can- 
not jump over to the superior guru, [...] ne- 
glecting the next acarya, immediate next 
acarya.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 8/12/73) 

Thus, the GBC’s fallen, guruless, jumped- 
over “paramparas” 
by these quotes to all be deviant. Yet, Srila 
Prabhupada perfectly fulfils all these conditions 


are immediately shown 


as one through whom we can directly connect 
to the parampara: he is a perfect acarya who 
has never deviated and-as proven in the pre- 
vious section —is the current link to the disciplic 
succession, as the GBC gurus are not "properly 
authorised" and therefore cannot succeed him. 
We can thus compare this real parampara, 
shown in diagram 5) above, with the deviant 
GBC paramparas we have described thus far. 


Conclusion 


If someone does not accept that the philos- 
ophy underlying the GBC’s guru hoax is a de- 
viation, just show them diagrams 1-5, which 
graphically illustrate the completely farcical, 


el f 


deviant “parampardas” that have arisen from 


this “philosophy”. 
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BTP Interactive 


First principle means no mistake 


“| have just received BTP 78. | have been 
preaching about the first mistake and the 
statement from The Science of Self Realization, 
Chapter 4, which you quote in the Editorial ti- 
tled “The First Mistake”. The response to my 
preaching was from the SB, 8.23.16. Could you 
please reply to it as | couldn’t. Thank you. 

Your humble servant,” 

- Ananta-Sesa Dasa, New South Wales, Australia 

Editor replies: 

In BTP 78's Editorial, “The First Mistake”, 
we made the point that, without Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s position first being correctly estab- 
lished in ISKCON, both in theory and in prac- 
tice, everything else will fail. A point which we 
quoted being supported by senior ISKCON In- 
dia leader HG Rasaraja Dasa. To substantiate 
this point, we quoted Srila Prabhupada stat- 
ing the following: 

“If you miss one point, there is a mistake 
in your calculation. Regardless of what you 
add or subtract after that, the mistake is al- 
ready in the calculation, and everything 
that follows will also be faulty.” 

(The Science of Self-Realization (SSR), Chapter 4) 

It has been claimed that Srimad-Bhagav- 
atam 8.23.16 somehow counteracts the above 
quote. Let us examine if this is indeed the case. 

1) SB 8.23.16 states the following: 

“There may be discrepancies in pro- 
nouncing the mantras and observing the 
regulative principles, and, moreover, there 
may be discrepancies in regard to time, 
place, person and paraphernalia. But when 
Your Lordship’s holy name is chanted, eve- 
rything becomes faultless.” - 

These statements are made by Sukracarya. 
To understand what they mean and how they 
may relate to Srila Prabhupada's statement 
from SSR in question, we obviously need to 
consult Srila Prabhupada's purport for this 
verse to get his explanation. However, we can 
very confidently state right at the outset, that 
whatever Srila Prabhupada states in the pur- 
port will only complement his statement from 
SSR quoted above, rather than oppose it -be- 
cause, unlike ISKCON’s present leaders, Srila 
Prabhupada does not contradict his teachings. 

2) In the purport, Srila Prabhupada offers 
the following explanation: 

“In Kali-yuga the Vedic ritualistic cere- 
monies cannot be performed as perfectly 
as before. Therefore Srila Jiva Gosvami has 
recommended that although one should 


take care to follow all the principles in every 
kind of spiritual activity, especially in wor- 
ship of the Deity, there is still a chance of 
discrepancies, and one should compensate 
for this by chanting the holy name of the 
Supreme Personality of Godhead.” 

Thus, Srila Prabhupada's purport to Sukra- 
carya’s statements makes three points: 

i) One should follow spiritual principles. 

ii) While following them, there can be 
“discrepancies”. 

iii) These discrepancies can be compensat- 
ed for by chanting Hare Krsna. 

3) However, the quote from SSR being 
challenged does not speak about a discrep- 
ancy which occurs in the performance of a 
spiritual principle. It speaks about what oc- 
curs if one does not follow any spiritual prin- 
ciples at all! Below we provide the rest of the 
quote from which the statement from SSR that 
we quoted is taken. The "[...]" shows where the 
quote we used in the Editorial is located, and 
we have thus provided the statements made 
before and after the part we quoted: 

“So if the Christians want to love God, 
they must stop killing animals. [...] We can- 
not simply accept that part of the scripture 
we like, and reject what we don’t like, and 
still expect to get the result.” 

Hence, it can be seen that the statement 
from SSR quoted by us is illustrated by Chris- 
tians not following the principle of “Thou Shalt 
Not Kill”. Srila Prabhupada thus states that one 
must follow scriptural injunctions rather than 
reject them. 

Therefore, in summary: 

a) The SSR quote speaks about not follow- 
ing spiritual principles at all, and how, if spirit- 
ual principles are not followed at all, then eve- 
rything afterwards will be on the wrong track. 

b) The SB quote speaks about actually exe- 
cuting spiritual principles, and any discrepan- 
cies that may occur during the execution. 

Therefore, the two quotes are not in con- 
flict as they deal with different situations. 
Hence, these facts above are more than suffi- 
cient to deal with any challenge made to the 
SSR quote from someone quoting SB 8.23.16. 

4) However, we can make an addition- 
al point. The purport to SB 8.23.16, which we 
quoted above, then goes on to state that: 

“In our Krsna consciousness move- 


ment we therefore give special stress to the 
chanting of the Hare Krsna mantra in all ac- 
tivities.” 


ae ilk : 
Srila Prabhupada: Removing him as 
guru is the most grievous offence 


And, part of this special stress given to 
chanting in Srila Prabhupada’s Krsna con- 
sciousness movement, is that one must avoid 
making offences whilst chanting: 

“bhakti-yoga process must be carried 
out by avoiding the ten offenses one can 
commit while chanting the maha-mantra” 
(SB, 4.24.59, purport) 

And the worst possible of these offences 
that one can commit whilst chanting is to dis- 
obey the spiritual master: 

“The most grievous type of vaisnava- 
paradha is called gurv-aparadha, which re- 
fers to offenses at the lotus feet of the spir- 
itual master. In the chanting of the holy 
name of the Supreme Personality of God- 
head, this gurv-aparadha is considered the 
most grievous offense.” 

(SB, 4.21.37, purport) 

We thus end up with the SB quote actually 
supporting, rather than just not opposing, the 
point we made in our Editorial via the use of 
the SSR quote, because: 

a) The SSR quote speaks about not follow- 
ing spiritual principles, and there is no spirit- 
ual principle more fundamental than accept- 
ing and obeying the bona fide spiritual mas- 
ter, without which one cannot even approach 
Lord Krsna. 

b) The SB quote speaks about the purifica- 
tory power of chanting the holy name. Which 
Srila Prabhupada teaches requires that one 
avoid making offences, the chief of which is 
disobeying the spiritual master, Srila Prabhu- 
pada. And one huge disobedience to Srila 
Prabhupada is to disobey his order that he is 
ISKCON’s diksa@ guru (see article on page 5). 
Which was the very point that we used the SSR 
quote to make in the editorial of BTP 78! 

Thus, these two quotes from Srila Prabhu- 
pada are in harmony and complement each 
other perfectly. 
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Is Srila Prabhupada my teacher? 


“Hare Krishna! | am not a devotee, nor do 
| attend temple or meetings. | have some of 
Srila Prabhupada’s books: Bhagavad-gita As 
It ls, The Science of Self-Realization, Light of the 
Bhagavata, Beyond Birth and Death. Can | con- 
sider Srila Prabhupada my teacher and men- 
tor? Can | consider myself a devotee not by at- 
tending temple and meetings, but by studying 
books written by Srila Prabhupada?” 

- Bhakta Maksym, Vilnius, Lithuania 

Editor replies: 

1) Srila Prabhupada teaches that the only 
necessary requirement to be a devotee is that 
you follow all of his rules and regulations: 

Reporter: “But suppose | were to become 
an initiate. Wouldn't | have to come and live in 
the temple?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Not necessarily.” 

Reporter: “| can stay at home?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Oh, yes.” 

Reporter: “What about work? Would | 
have to give up my job?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “No, you'd simply have 
to give up your bad habits and chant the Hare 
Krsna mantra on these beads - that’s all.” 

Reporter: “Would | have to give any finan- 
cial support?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “No, that is your vol- 
untary wish. If you give, that’s all right. And if 
you don't, we don’t mind. We do not depend 
on anyone’s financial contribution. We depend 
on Krsna.” 

(The Science of Self-Realization, Chapter 2) 

“This is the sublime mission of the In- 
ternational Society for Krishna Conscious- 
ness. Many people come and inquire wheth- 
er they have to give up family life to join 
the Society, but that is not our mission. One 
can remain comfortably in his residence. 
We simply request everyone to chant the 
maha-mantra: Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, 
Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare Hare Rama, Hare 
Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare.” 

(Cc., Madhya-lila, 7.128, purport) 

“The cult of Sri Caitanya Mahaprabhu is 
explained here very nicely. One who surren- 
ders to Him and is ready to follow Him with 
heart and soul does not need to change 
his location. Nor is it necessary for one to 
change status. One may remain a house- 
holder, a medical practitioner, an engineer 
or whatever. It doesn’t matter. One only 
has to follow the instruction of Sri Caitanya 
Mahaprabhu, chant the Hare Krsna maha- 
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BTP Interactive (continued) 


mantra and instruct relatives and friends 
in the teachings of Bhagavad-gita and Sri- 
mad-Bhagavatam. One has to learn humili- 
ty and meekness at home, following the in- 


structions of Sri Caitanya Mahaprabhu, and 
in that way one’s life will be spiritually suc- 
cessful. [...] One has to become purified at 
home by chanting the Hare Krsna maha- 
mantra”. 

(Cc., Madhya-lila, 7.130, purport) 


“Not that everyone has to live in the 
temple. [...] he can live separately. But he 


must follow the rules and regulation.” 
(Srila Prabhupada, Morning Walk, 3/2/75) 

“lam so pleased to hear that you are liv- 
ing nicely with your parents and carrying on 
with your Krishna Consciousness activities. 
That is a good proposal. Nevermind there 
maybe some inconvenience. Krishna al- 
ways appreciates when his devotee makes 
some sacrifice on His behalf, so there is no 
real difficulty under any conditions so long 
as we remember the Supreme Personality 
of Godhead.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 4/9/72) 

“Actually there is no difference between 

devotees living inside the temple and dev- 


otees living outside the temple. You are 
right that the important thing is to remem- 


ber Krsna, whatever is your activity.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 29/9/72) 

Therefore, according to Srila Prabhupada, 
as long as you are following his teachings, 
even if you are not attending a temple, you 
can consider Srila Prabhupada your teacher 
and mentor, and yourself a devotee. 

2) Indeed, the fact that you are not in con- 
tact with the current ISKCON temples is actu- 
ally an advantage! Because the current-day 
ISKCON is a movement which has been hi- 
jacked by persons who are deviating from Srila 
Prabhupada’s instructions and cheating in his 
name. Therefore, visiting a temple or meetings 
with such persons can actually be harmful to 
your Spiritual life, since Srila Prabhupada con- 
demns such cheating association: 

“Cheating oneself and cheating others 
is called kaitava. Associating with cheaters 
is called duhsanga, bad association.” 

(Cc., Madhya-lila, 24.99) 

“Association with persons who are not 
spiritually advanced is forbidden.” 
(SB, 3.29.18, purport) 

“Srila Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura 
has warned that “Don’t mix it with Vaisnava 
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Srila Prabhupada: Teaches everyone 


who is not well trained up, well behaved.” 
[...] “You should not hear.” “Eh? What is the 
wrong there? The Krsna-katha is there.” No, 


- Krsna-katha is there just like milk is there, 


but if it is touched by the lips of a serpent, 
it is no more to be taken. It has become 
poison. So unless one is situated as pure 
Vaisnava in his dealing, in his behavior, in- 
side and outside, he should not become a 
preacher because it will not be effective; 
neither one should hear from such person.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 6/3/76) 

Our literature will help you further to un- 
derstand Srila Prabhupada’s true teachings 
and your relationship to him. 


Nonsense Challenges 


This is a column in which we answer var- 
ious challenges that our readers have come 
across and forwarded to us for answering. 

The statements in the shaded boxes be- 
low are from an interview given by Ripanu- 
ga Dasa (“RD”), published on 30/5/23. RD was 
one of the first members of the GBC and was 
present in the room when the May 28th, 1977 
conversation (which we covered in depth in 
the last issue) took place. The GBC also voted 
him in as a guru in 1986. 


RD refers to the May 28th, 1977 meeting, 
and states that in the conversation that took 
place, there was no mention of those who 
were to be initiated by Srila Prabhupada be- 
fore he physically departed. However, right at 
the beginning of this very same conversation, 
the following exchange took place: 

Satsvarupa: “Then our next question con- 
cerns initiations in the future, particularly at 


that time when you’re no longer with us. We 
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Srila Prabhupada: Only ordered rtviks 


want to know how first and second initiation 
would be conducted.” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Yes. | shall recom- 
mend some of you. After this is settled up | 
shall recommend some of you to act as offici- 
ating acaryas." 

Tamala Krsna: “Is that called rtvik-acarya?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Rtvik, yes.” 

Srila Prabhupada states that he will be ap- 
pointing rtviks. Thus, according to RD, Srila 
Prabhupada's purpose in mentioning this ap- 
pointment cannot be because he was specifi- 
cally addressing how initiations should be con- 
ducted whilst he was physically present, be- 
cause RD stated that this: 


Thus, if Srila Prabhupada did not even 
mention how initiations were to be conduct- 
ed in his physical presence, then it means that 
rtviks were mentioned in order to deal with 
initiations for after his physical disappear- 
ance. Thus, according to RD's testimony, Sri- 
la Prabhupada was appointing rtviks to con- 
duct initiations for after he physically depart- 
ed. Which makes perfect sense since, as we can 
see in the transcript of the conversation just 
presented, Srila Prabhupada answers that his 
rtvik appointment is to be made in response to 
being asked how initiations will be conducted 
“particularly at that time when you're no long- 
er with us”. 


RD claims that “when | order” means “then 
and there”. But the word “when” in "when | or- 
der" does not mean “then and there”. It means 
when the order is actually given. Thus, if you 
say “when | order a taxi”, it refers to when 
the taxi is actually ordered, since simply say- 
ing “when | order a taxi” does not mean the 
taxi has been ordered. If you do not believe 


me-try it—simply say “when | order a taxi”, 
and see if a taxi magically arrives at your front 
door! Rather, "when | order a taxi" refers to the 
time when the order for a taxi is actually giv- 
en. Hence, RD’s next statement that “he [Srila 
Prabhupada] was gonna pick the men that he 
was ordering to be gurus”, makes no sense, 
since “when | order” does not mean anything is 
actually being ordered, and therefore there is 
no “ordering” of gurus going on. For that, you 
have to first actually give the order. For proof, 
see the “taxi experiment”. 

RD had claimed in the interview that his 
explanation of what occurred in the May 28th, 
1977 conversation is especially relevant be- 
cause: 


1ed I 9 ot 


But it is clear that what was “clear” to RD 
and explained to others, relied on inventing 
a brand new language in which the words 
“when | order” mean "I am giving the order 
right now"! 

Thus, in conclusion, although in this inter- 
view RD attempts to claim that Srila Prabhu- 
pada ordered diksd gurus, he only ends up es- 
tablishing that: 

a) Rtviks were ordered to conduct initia- 
tions for after Srila Prabhupada’s physical de- 
parture; 

b) No diksad gurus were ordered, since 
“when | order" does not mean that an order 
has actually been given. 


Appreciation 


“lam very blessed to receive my copy of 
BTP. Thank you very much. Receiving it in lre- 
land from India is very merciful.” 

- Purnima Dhonk, Westmeath, Ireland 

“Hare Krsna. It is reassuring to say the least, 
to have Back To Prabhupdda (BTP) magazine 
delivered through our front door, practically 
since its inception. The continued re-affirma- 
tion of faith in Srila Prabhupada’s instructions 
should mainly be sought in the pages of BTP 
as well as in Srila Prabhupada’s unadulterated 
books. Thank you, in the service of the servants 
of Srila Prabhupada.” 

- Julyan Richardson, Southampton, UK 

“All glories to Srila Prabhupada and your 
service to his mission. Hare Krishna!!!” 
- Shambhu Dasa, Srirahgam, India 

“Dear Krishnakant, 


Please accept my respects. Hare Krishna!! | 
received my BTP, for which | eagerly await each 
issue. It is So important.” 

- Bruce Hough, Bunbury, Australia 

“You are providing great service to Srila 
Prabhupada. Please let me know if | could be 
of any help to you.” | 
- Lal Kakani, California, USA 

“As usual, full of thoughtful articles. Keep 
up the good work.” 

- Dwaipayana Dasa, New South Wales, Australia 

“Thank you, you are doing excellent work.” 
- Julin Florez, Texas, USA 

“As always, great magazine!” 

- Donald McClelland, Virginia, USA 

“Thanks so much for the book and | will 
share with others when finished. Much appre- 
ciated. | would really like to know more about 
why they are changing Srila Prabhupada’s 
books. The GBC have really messed up with 
Lokanath (can’t call him Swami anymore) and 
many other things. | have been loyal to ISKCON 
from 1977 but feeling very disturbed.” 

- Satyabhama Devi Dasi, Dyfed, Wales 

“Thank you for all you're doing!” 
- Craig Jackson, Oregon, USA 

“| receive BTP! | love it! Thank you for your 
fab generosity. Thank you so much! All glories 
to Srila Prabhupada.” 

- Karyatitu Dasi, Vermont, USA 

“Hare Krishna. Thank you for your most im- 
portant work. Jai Srila Prabhupada.” 

- Janakaraj Dasa, New South Wales, Australia 

“Please take action against bogus gurus in 
ISKCON.” 

- Babunarendra Prasad Bodi, Guntur, India 

“Thank you very much. Great research you 
do there which is much appreciated. How can 
| donate? With your great work, | am confident 
the Lord will bless with increased awareness of 
the deviations from Srila Prabhupada’s origi- 
nal teachings.” 

- Scott Wolfe, California, USA 

“Great to hear from you all. Can't wait for 
Prabhupada’s legacy to continue properly.” 

- Cheryl Jairaja, Durban, South Africa 

“With many thanks for your wonderful 
seva!” 

- Acyuta Dasa, Kolkata, India 

“Thank you again, Krishnakant, for your 
evergreen service to Krsna/Gauranga through 
His beloved empowered servant Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Without the IRM, Srila Prabhupada’s mis- 
sion would be in serious dangerof being total- 
ly degraded unchecked into a Mayavadi mon- 
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ey-making enterprise. 

Your servant,” 
- Bhakta Michael Lakey, Herts, UK 

“Great work. So glad you do what you do. 

Thank you,” 
- Michael Dillon, California, USA 

“Thank you so much for sending me the 
latest volume. We look forward to reading it 
and getting clarification on many issues that 
concern us. May Lord Krishna bless you all and 
keep you safe.” 
- Lynne Langley, Scunthorpe, UK 

“Many thanks for your continued support, 
love and best wishes.” 
- Mangal Anand Saraswati, Bristol, UK 

“Forever in debt to the work IRM is doing. 
Thank you. Jai Prabhupada. Hare Krishna.” 
- Yash Mahesh Salunke, Sangli, India 

“My siksa guru HG Gauranga Sundar Dasa 
told us about the Back To Prabhupadda maga- 
zine, and as a fallen soul | would be happiest 
to receive copies of the magazine.” 
- Ipshita Kumari, Guhawati, India 

“Hare Krsna! All glories to your service to 
HDG Srila Prabhupada!” 
- Laksmi Narayana Dasa, Nevada, USA 

“This is my favorite part from the article in 
Nonsense Corner, BTP 77: “Thus, we can easi- 
ly defeat BBBS’s assertions by simply quoting 
BBBS’s assertions!” Lol” 
- Sean Evans, Michigan, USA 

“Excellent IRM presentation. 

With regards, Hare Krishna,” 
- YaSodanandana Dasa, California, USA 

“All glories to Srila Prabhupada. 

Please accept my humble obeisances. 

Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, | got my maga- 
zine BTP 78 yesterday. It seems impossible that 
you can, in every issue, step up to higher lev- 
els, but you do!! In the materially small 15 pag- 
es of BTP. 

| experienced rage and anger towards the 
unfortunate souls acting as leaders of the cur- 
rent Maya ISKCON on page 3, the mind blow- 
ing philosophical logical “tour de force” on 
pages 4, 5, 6 and 7; the total admiration of the 
brilliance of your reverse logical proof of Srila 
Prabhupada’s continuing status of diksa@ guru 
in the movement on pages 8 and 9; the ab- 
surdity of the no Guru-tattva philosophy on 
page 10, and feelings of different types of ec- 
stasy in the interactive sections, etc. 

Thank you for continuing to boost my ap- 
preciation of Srila Prabhupada. Hare Krishna,” 
- Len Wagstaff, Essex, UK 
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“Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Hare Krsna. | received the new BTP Issue 
78. Thank you very much. | always enjoy read- 
ing your articles, even after all these years. This 
time, | particularly liked the article on pages 8 
and 9, “A Guru System Dependent Entirely on 
Mind Reading”, where you raise the important 
subject of the emergence of the guru fraud. 
“We need someone to read Srila Prabhupada’s 
mind for us. Or should we try to understand 
Srila Prabhupada’s teachings for ourselves?” 

| think this is the key question and the rea- 
son why the guru hoax came into existence. 
The devotees were not taught enough to try 
to understand God and the guru without inter- 
mediaries. | am always interested in the cause 
of the problem. Because by removing it, the 
problem will naturally go away. Just like in Ay- 
urveda. Thank you. Hare Krsna. 

Sincerely,” 

- Vaclav Dvorak, South Moravia, Czechia 

“Many ISKCON devotees and swamis and 
whoever have read The Final Order and they've 
read BTP and they've tried to debunk it. They'll 
do a YouTube talk or a letter or something and 
Krishnakant will respond by putting it in the 
magazine and then debunking it. So far, now 
in 20 years, | think he’s won every argument. 
And I've looked at his website, I’ve looked at 
articles from the old issues, he is so method- 
ical and logical in the way he approaches this 
and his devotion to Srila Prabhupada is so in- 
tense that so far nobody in ISKCON has been 
able to do anything but, using his words, or 
paraphrasing, make a fool of themselves, and 
argue things that literally don’t exist. 

| read the entire latest issue of BTP. At 
one point | wanted to count the number of 
times you quoted a “voted in” guru and then 
the quote that they’re referencing by Swami 
Prabhupada, and how they're just outright liars 
who are just making things up and misquot- 
ing like there’s no tomorrow. Obviously, they 
can’t read and they haven't read a thing. And 
they know 99% of people hearing their lecture 
won't go back and fact check it. You’re the one 
percent. LOL. 

But they solved this problem, as you note, 
by at least one guru banning the reading of 
BTP. When you ban literature, particularly 
that which criticizes your group, you are lit- 
erally now one step of the eight points of the 
1951 declaration of what is a cult by Lifton. As 
a writer, banning of literature is to me one of 
the most abhorrent things and a huge red flag. 


- Se 
Srila Prabhupada: 
His words expose guru hoax 


You're literally preventing people from think- 
ing anything that’s not an approved thought... 
which is another point on the list of eight of 
what is a cult! And the irony is that ISKCON un- 
der Prabhupada was found not to be a cult by 
numerous scholars. Nearing 50 years after his 
death, this is a completely different organiza- 
tion. Read his books, but keep the living gurus 
100 ft away... Anyways the fact that | feel like 
crap today but was so excited to read your lat- 
est issue is kudos on you.” 

- Aaron Joy, Portland, USA 

“The devotees should all just unite and ral- 
ly around Krishnakant Prabhu and let him deal 
with ISKCON’s leaders. He’s running circles 
around them all these years and they have 
nothing to defend themselves. We just need 
to rally behind him. Put him on the tip of the 
arrow and everything else can follow behind 
on the blades of that arrow. 

Just everyone relentlessly flood these 
cheaters constantly with demands they face 
him. If they brought 20 of their best minds to 
the table and Krishnakant by himself on the 
other side, it would be over in 5 minutes. In- 
stead of only me going all by myself to distrib- 
ute Back To Prabhupdda at big festivals, how 
about 100 of us?” 

- Brahmabhita Dasa, Ohio, USA 

“All glories to His Divine Grace A.C. Bhakti- 
vedanta Swami Prabhupada. Thank you very 
much for sending this issue. Everyone by now 
is convinced about the (fake) ISKCON. If they 
have any brains, that is. | appreciate how you 
are totally exposing the fake ISKCON. It was a 
pleasure reading, especially the two first pag- 
es. You really put the last nail in their coffins. It 
seems that the world situation will force peo- 
ple to wake up (hopefully). 

Thank you for sending B7P, it’s a privilege. 

Vi Sy 
- Sambhu Dasa, Emmaboda, Sweden 
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Original Rtvik Exposes Guru Hoax 


Gec guru HH Hridayananda Dasa Goswami 
(“HD”) was one of the original 11 rtviks ap- 
pointed by Srila Prabhupada in the July 9th, 
1977 Directive to perform initiations on his be- 
half. After Srila Prabhupada’s physical depar- 
ture, these 11 rtviks, including HD, disregard- 
ed this directive and instead usurped Srila 
Prabhupada’s diksad guru position for them- 
selves. In an interview published on 15/1/24, 
titled “Why the Zonal Acaryas Struggled”, HD 
unwittingly proves that these 11 rtviks were 
not ordered to turn into diksa gurus. All quotes 
in the shaded boxes are from this interview. 


Founder-Acarya and diksa guru 


“Prabhupada actually held two positions [...] 
he didn’t differentiate [...] the two positions 
Prabhupada held were number one: of course 
he was our diksa guru, but number two: he was 
the Founder-Acarya [...] It was just one thing, 
undifferentiated [...] it was all merged" 

In our book Srila Prabhupada - The Founder- 
Acarya of ISKCON: Presenting the Conclusions 
of the GBC Foundational Document, we es- 
tablished, using both the statements of Srila 
Prabhupada and the GBC, that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada’s position as “Found- 
er-Acarya” meant that he would always be the 
Founder and Acarya of ISKCON. 

2) This meant he would also be ISKCON’s 
diksd guru, as there was no difference in his po- 
sition as the Acarya and diksd guru of ISKCON. 

In agreeing that Srila Prabhupada never 
differentiated between the two positions he 
held in ISKCON, HD is thus supporting the con- 
clusions of the aforementioned book that Srila 
Prabhupada will always be ISKCON’s Founder, 
Acarya and diksd guru. 


No order for diksa gurus 


“he didn’t leave any special or specific instruc- 
tions for how to be a guru. [...] Prabhupada 
never explained how to be a guru who’s not 
the Founder-Acarya. [...] in terms of practical 
application, you know, rituals, ceremonies, not 
a word. Not one word.” 

HD emphatically admits *3* times that 
Srila Prabhupada left no instructions for how 
his disciples would become successor diksa 
gurus. And thus, they built their successor 
diksd guru system in the following way: 

“you have to see what works [...] there was tri- 
al and error.” 

HD therefore claims that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada gave no instructions 


to guide his disciples regarding the most cru- 
cial matter of how they would become and act 
as successor diksd gurus; 

2) Thus, they were expected instead to use 
speculation and “trial and error"! 

It is illogical and inconsistent to claim that 
Srila Prabhupada definitely wanted successor 
gurus but at the same time refused or “forgot” 
to say how they would actually function. Thus, 
if there is not even “one word” regarding how 
gurus would exist, then it means there was no 
order for gurus to exist, period. 


No diksa gurus ordered 


HD claims Srila Prabhupada only chose 

“managers” to be diksd gurus: 
“when Prabhupada chose new gurus [...] he 
didn’t choose one person who was just a saint- 
ly brahmana. The only people he chose were 
devotees who also were big managers" 

HD claims that, due to Srila Prabhupada 
not having studied the “sociology of religion”, 
he made a mistake in appointing such persons 
as diksd gurus, as it would “cause trouble”: 
“Prabhupada, who, | don’t think he studied the 
sociology of religion [...] The problem is [...] 
you need a division of authority. If the same 
person is the holy leader but also the manager 
it causes trouble” 

And therefore they fell down: 

“a lot of these people were more managers 
than philosophers, they were passionate [...] 
because managers aren’t renounced most of 
the time [...] so therefore when they got into 
that position, their passionate nature over- 
came them and there were a lot of falldowns” 

Thus, HD claims that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada specifically chose un- 
qualified persons to be diks@ gurus because 
he chose passionate managers rather than re- 
nounced, philosophical brahmanas. 

2) Thus, guru falldowns were effectively 
Srila Prabhupada’s fault due to his mistake in 
appointing the wrong persons, and this was 
because of his lack of academic knowledge. 

However, this would mean that either: 

1) Srila Prabhupada did not even know the 
qualifications required to be a diksa guru and 
thus mistakenly chose managers instead; Or 

2) Srila Prabhupada did not choose diksa 
gurus, but managers. 

As Srila Prabhupada was not ignorant of 
the qualifications required to be a diksd guru, 
the only logical conclusion regarding HD's 
claims is that Srila Prabhupada actually chose 


Srila Prabhupada: Appointed rtvik 
managers, not diksa gurus 


managers because he only wanted managers 
rather than diksd gurus. 


No change 


“Prabhupada’s instruction that don’t change 
anything, just do everything the way I’m do- 
ing it. So what does that mean in this case?” 

HD states the above to argue that it was 
justified for the first 11 GBC successor diksa 
gurus such as himself to imitate how Srila 
Prabhupada behaved as a diksa@ guru, and 
thus themselves behave as diksd gurus in the 
way that Srila Prabhupada was “doing it”. But 
“don’t change anything” means don’t change 
anything, which means you have to continue 
the situation whereby Srila Prabhupada re- 
mains the diks@ guru of ISKCON, rather than 
change it! 


Conclusion 


HD admits that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada did not differentiate 
between his role as the Founder-Acarya and 
diksa guru of ISKCON. 

2) Srila Prabhupada did not state 
"one word" about the functioning of successor 
diksa gurus in ISKCON. 

3) Srila Prabhupada instructed that don't 
change "anything". 

4) Srila Prabhupada appointed managers 
rather than those who should be diksa gurus. 

This is exactly what Srila Prabhupada 
would have done had he wanted to continue 
as ISKCON's diksa guru and not appointed suc- 
cessor diksa gurus! 

Hence, the claim that Srila Prabhupada did 
“choose gurus” rests entirely on: 

a) Taking snippets of a few phrases from 
the May 28th, 1977 conversation and applying 
mind reading (see “Mind Reading” article from 
the last issue); 

b) Claiming “when | order” means “I am or- 
dering right now” (see Interactive in this issue) 

—such is the lack of evidence for those ap- 
pointed rtviks to have turned into diksa gurus. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 
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Lying About The Final Order 


In the article on page 4, we noted that 
HG Krsna Kirti Dasa (“KKD”) had attacked 
the idea of only relying on Srila Prabhupada 
as Our source of knowledge, as an argument 
with which to also attack the IRM’s foundation- 
al paper The Final Order (TFO). In the same in- 
terview quoted in that article, whilst referring 
to the following letter from Srila Prabhupada - 

“But as a matter of etiquette it is the 
custom that during the lifetime of your 
Spiritual master you bring the prospective 
disciples to him, and in his absence or dis- 
appearance you can accept disciples with- 
out any limitation. This is the law of disciplic 
succession.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter to Tusta Krsna, 2/12/75) 

—KKD claims about this letter that: 


Thus, KKD accuses TFO of claiming that 
Srila Prabhupada was "lying" in regard to the 
contents of that letter. However, TFO quotes 
the above letter, and then states in regard to 


its contents that: 

“As far as statements to the effect that they 
would be free to initiate after his departure, that 
is true. Just as in England one is free to drive a 
car once one is 17 years old. However, we must 
not forget those two little provisos. First, one 
must be qualified to drive, and second one must 
be authorised by the driving license authority.” 

Thus, TFO does not “refute” this “law of 
disciplic succession” by claiming that Srila 
Prabhupada lied, but rather agrees with it, by 
stating “that is true”. 

TFO, does also state, whilst referring in gen- 
eral to 4 letters from Srila Prabhupada - which 
deal with devotees initiating in Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s physical presence, including the letter 
to Tusta Krsna above -that Srila Prabhupada 
was writing to ambitious disciples and trying 
to prevent them from acting on their ambition. 
We state this because Srila Prabhupada him- 
self refers to these ambitions in the very same 
letters! Thus, two of the letters were written to 
Acyutananda, and in the letter to Acyutananda 
dated 21/8/68, Srila Prabhupada states: 
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“The first thing, |warn Acyutananda, do 


not try to initiate. You are not in a proper 
position now to initiate anyone. [...] Don’t 
be allured by such maya.” 

In the letter to Hansadutta dated 1/10/74, 
Srila Prabhupada states: 

“| have heard that there is some worship 
of yourself by the other devotees. [...] After 
the departure of the spiritual master, it will 
come to that stage, but now wait. Otherwise 
it will create factions.” 


The letter to Tusta Krsna quoted above 
does not itself refer to Tusta Krsna’s ambi- 
tions, but Srila Prabhupada mentions these 
ambitions continuously in other letters from 
1973-1977, wherein Srila Prabhupada re- 
fers, for example, to: Tusta Krsna thinking an 
ISKCON temple is his personal property; how 
he is deviating from the parampara and crit- 
icising ISKCON (see letters to Tusta Krsna, 
Madhudvisa and Bali Mardan, dated 15/10/73, 
15/12/73 and 8/2/77 respectively). 

Thus, KKD does not seem to be aware that 
it is possible for two different things to be true 
at once if they do not contradict each other, es- 
pecially since Srila Prabhupada actually states 
them both! Srila Prabhupada both gives a “law 
of disciplic succession”, and also addresses the 
ambitions of his disciples, and TFO states that 
both things are true, rather than stating that 
Srila Prabhupada was “lying” about the “law”. 
Hence, it is actually KKD who is guilty of lying 
regarding TFO. 


GBC Guru Reacts After BTP Exposé 


In the BTP 76 article “Srila Prabhupada 
Teaches Guru Means Himself", we showed GBC 
voted-in guru HG Kripamoya Dasa (“KMD”) 
preaching that whenever Srila Prabhupada de- 
scribed the guru in his teachings, Srila Prabhu- 
pada was talking about himself. KMD thus un- 
wittingly adopted the IRM’s position that Srila 
Prabhupada never taught about anyone other 
than himself being the diksd guru for ISKCON. 

Apparently, after becoming aware of 
KMD’s admission, his GBC voted-in guru col- 
league HH Sivarama Swami (“SRS”) confront- 
ed KMD about it and called it “very surprising”, 
and disagreed with what KMD had stated: 

“I've had this discussion with a senior dev- 
otee who proposed that in Prabhupdda’s book 
when he talks about Guru he’s talking about 
himself. Which is a very surprising argument. [...] 
Prabhupdda doesn’t personalize that principle of 
Guru [...] whatever you read about Guru applies 


to your Guru [...] means every Guru whether lat- 
er on they turn out to be super exceptional or 
they turn out that somehow or another they be- 
trayed their position” 
(SRS, Disciple Meeting on “Guru-tattva”, 1/9/23) 
Thus, SRS claims that when Srila Prabhu- 
pada speaks about the bona fide guru, he 
could just as easily be talking about gurus 
who “betrayed their position” instead of him- 
self. SRS’s GBC guru colleague HH Jayadvaita 
Swami (“JAS”) has stated that this betrayal 
has involved ISKCON gurus having “illicit sex- 
ual intercourse with both women and men, and 
possibly children as well” (JAS, “Where the Rtvik 
People Are Right”)! If anyone, when they read 
Srila Prabhupada’s descriptions of the guru in 
his books, genuinely believes that Srila Prabhu- 
pada could in theory just as easily mean “pae- 
dophile” rather than himself, then their delu- 
sion is so deep that they have yet to under- 
stand even the very basics of guru-tattva. 


Srila Prabhupada Is Never Separate 


GBC voted-in guru HH Partha Sarathi 
Dasa Goswami (“PSG”) claims that: 


Thus, PSG claims that if Srila Prabhupada 
remains as the only current link to the param- 
para for ISKCON, then this would mean that he 
is separated from the parampara. However, we 
already know: 

1) That being the Acarya of ISKCON does 
stop or end with Srila Prabhupada. This is 
stamped all over the books of Srila Prabhu- 
pada that PSG supposedly reads, which make 
clear that Srila Prabhupada will always remain 
the “Founder-Acarya” (Founder and Acarya) 
of ISKCON. And it has been shown that this 
means he will also remain ISKCON’s diksa 
guru - please see previous article. 

2) Srila Prabhupada has never taught the 
wacky “parampara disappearance” theory 
whereby if he was to remain as the diksa@ guru 
of ISKCON for “too long” and not be succeeded 
within a certain time limit, then - poof !-he will 
magically disappear from the parampara, and 
become “separate” from it. Rather, if such diksa 
guru succession orders from Srila Prabhupada 
actually existed, one would just quote them, 
instead of concocting such magical theories. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


More Proof of the Unauthorised Cantos 


In our free book, The Authorised Bhagavatam, we proved that the translations and purports for the Srimad-Bhagavatam given by GBC guru HH Hri- 
dayananda Dasa Goswami (“HD”) - i.e. Cantos 10 (after Chapter 13), 11 and 12—were not authorised by Srila Prabhupada. In an interview which 
HD gave on 15/1/24, he revealed further insight into his unfitness to produce such elevated literature. In the interview, he recounts what was hap- 
pening at the time he worked on the Bhagavatam. All quotes in shaded boxes are from this interview. 

“all the final translations and all the purports were mine. Originally, they put my name as the author. They changed it and said ‘by a group of dev- 
otees’ because they said if | fell down they'd have to retranslate it and it was too much trouble. So, therefore, even though | actually did the work, 
they took my name off [...] | mean, imagine if on Prabhupada’s Bhagavatam you put the editor like Jayadvaita as the co-author. So all these things 
were going on, you know, they didn’t miss a chance to humiliate us” 

1) HD states that a decision was made to remove his name as the author from the final cantos of the Srimad-Bhagavatam which he translated 
and wrote the purports to. He compares this to if Srila Prabhupada had not been given full credit on Srila Prabhupada’s Bhagavatam, and consid- 
ered the removal of his own name to be a ‘humiliation’. 

2) By making this point of comparison with “Prabhupada’s Bhagavatam”, he considered “his” Bhagavatam to be on a par with “Prabhupada’s 
Bhagavatam" - where both persons are authors of equal repute who should not be disrespected but rather honoured by being given credit. 

However, his complaint about not getting ‘credit’ reveals a mindset which is adverse to Krsna consciousness, because a devotee is not sup- 
posed to desire personal recognition in the first place: 

“As soon as personal motivation comes in it is not possible for one to understand our Krishna Consciousness philosophy.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 21/9/70) 

“Everyone is after some profit, some adoration and some position. Therefore these things have been forbidden for persons who are 
advanced in this Krsna consciousness. Because if you have got all these material desires, then you cannot become Krsna conscious.” 
(Srila Prabhupada, Philosophy Discussions with Syamasundara Dasa) 

“For one who is always expecting some honor in this material world, it is not possible to surrender to the Supreme Person.” 

(Bg., 15.5, purport) 

Yet, as we showed in The Authorised Bhagavatam, the qualification for translating such elevated literature is that one must be “very realized” 
(Srila Prabhupada, Conversation with GBC, 28/5/77), not to speak of still being on the base level of desiring profit, adoration or distinction. 

HD: “| would do the final translation. | would look at the commentaries and then | would do the purport. Sometimes | would use the commen- 
tary, sometimes | didn’t. | was just praying to Krsna and | felt Krsna guided me and so-" 

Interviewer: “Following Srila Prabhupada’s — he, Prabhupada also did the same.” 

HD: “Yes. Yeah. So | did the final translations and the purports. [...] | would do the purport, which were my purports.” 

Despite having produced his work whilst being in the deep illusion of an admitted guru hoax (see Editorial), HD makes the bold admission that, 
in writing his purports, he did not always rely on the commentaries of the previous dcaryas, but instead was directly guided by Krsna. Thus, having 
already drawn one parallel between “his” Bhagavatam and Srila Prabhupada’s Bhagavatam, as quoted above, HD then agrees with another com- 
parison: that his process of writing was supposedly “the same” as Srila Prabhupada’s, due to being directly “guided” by Krsna. This again shows 
that HD is eager to claim lofty comparisons with Srila Prabhupada, this time about how his writing is supposedly on the same level as Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s transcendental literature. This despite the fact that HD himself states in the same interview that: 

“| mean, | never thought for a moment I’m on Prabhupada’s level. | mean, it’s obvious to me I’m not. | mean, it still is.” 

And, as we documented in The Authorised Bhagavatam, HD's purports contained such nonsense that parts had to be removed from subsequent 
publications, thus revealing his lofty comparisons with Srila Prabhupada’s transcendental literature to be even more ridiculous. Such false compar- 
isons are therefore a sign of false pride. Hence, these admissions pointing to the desire for recognition and false pride, are further evidence that HD 
was not "very realized" — whereas, as noted above, being "very realized" is the qualification demanded by Srila Prabhupada for spiritual translation. 
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